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TtFMARKS 

Reconsideration Of this application is respectfaUy requested. 

Clain.sl,2,4.13,13andl9.26.e..3ected. .^^^^^^^^^ 
.efUscdentry. Cla^ 1,2, 19 and 24 axe cu^entiy amended. New clanns 27 - 29 are added. 

theclaixnswereprovisionaUyreiectedundeclhejudicianycreateddo^^^ 

o.vioress-tvpedou.lepatentin.overclai^l-10.12-lM 
Lo9/376,017. A^cantsreapectMlyrequestthatthedouMepaten^^ 

abeyance ontil one of the two applications is fonndto oont^ allowable snb.ect n^tt.. As 

instmcted inM.P.E.P. § 804(1)(B), 

The "provisional" double patenting rejection should co^^ti^^^^^^^^! 
made by the examiner in each appUcation as long as fliere ^e 
rlc^S claims in more than one ^PP^ij^^";- 
"Diovisional" double patenting rejection is the only f Jf 
remSti one of Z appUcations. If the "provisional" double 

the other applications) into a double patenUng reject^n at the 
time the one application issues as a patent, [emphasis added] 

The claims were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as obvious over Christie et al. 
(US 6,182,117) in view of Tamer et al. (US 6,385.626). Tliis rejection is respectMly traversed. 

Apphcants maintain the positions set forthinthereplyfiledMay 19,2003, which are 
incorporated by xefe^cehereiB. mere would have beennomotivationto combine the two 

references. 

Moreover, all of the todependent elaims mended to Mude a feature neither 
disclo3ednor^gges.edbyth=ci.edr.fer«.c.s.F«exa=*le,dahnlreci..s."Wnsnri^ 
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^..o.a.......— ----- --"^ 

.1. „„T,w*1i<!iril3Utor transmits a separate signal to me ageniw 

rt^.;tmatioii host has the notification of changes. 

<lLnei«>c.ai.lo^n<..^.s:bi~ C>^.e .caches 

site, ^ox ob^^^o««.on 

aEBflts &om othesr sites. An object receivea uwiix ^ . . _ 
™J^from the mailbox and is eventuaUy stored m the 
^^l1n^?forum database at the receiving site along with ite 
???rTt rSes any earUer version of the object abeady present m 
Td^ffl "Lte final version of the object, U ca^es ^e 
object to be deleted from the database. . .-(col 4, hnes 42-49). 

The repUcation agent uses a process referred to as 
reassen^biy to resolve dependencies. If the repUcation agent ^ 
TeXalf object's depandendes, the object be rephcated into 
the site's forum database. . . . (col. 5, lines 45^8). 

When multiple versions of die same object are received at a 
site during repUcation, the object's UIDs can be -^f^^^'^^^ 
conflicts For example, a site may receive a message from a first 

uf^olepUcate an ob ect modification. The s^e site receivea 
siond nfessage to updal. the same object from ^^^^^^ 
is the obiect has been modified concunently by differmt users at 
diSSt sites. THe repUcation agent can use the vemcm 
S^orZ^ contained in the objects sent by the ^^r^^^^^^^?^ 
S^e what modification is i^P^^"^^^^'!- 
guarantees that the outcome will be the s^e at all ^^^es ^^f^f 
L decision a fonction of the version jnformatian and die UIDs. 

(coL 6s lines 4-15) 

Thu.. in Christie's system, it is left up to the recipient to resolve which version of a 
particular object to instaU, and to determine when to install the object. Because Christie's 
receiver u.es the IJTD information in each version of an object to determine What ver.^^ 
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. H «,d«ncvresolutionasthecriterionfoidecidingx.hethertoperfonnt^^ 
i^taU, and uses dependency — n ^^^^^^^ ^^^.^^ 

. .11^^ ninrictip'^ renlicator does not send me separAic uui^ 
most up to date version, and mstans xnai vcis, 

...y ^ ^ "W^en changes ^^..^^^ ^ ^ 

fceBmoteco,=putersy.temscmb.qmcklyandc<mvem»ttyupdated." 

C to 19 »d 24 =1= ^«>fcd to Mudc feaftws ^ to those added to ctenl. 
ClMm 19 recites. " . . . d.e content distributor .totting a .igosl to agent s^arate ftom the 
„otifica«io,>ofd.a.ges..hedg.talindicatit.g^fl.= age.*i=P-nitt«i.oins^ 
the web server, and *e content distributor leceivingaresponseafta the si^issen^ate 

response indicating that the identified changes are inataUed." Claim 24 recites. "... the 
.^ttcrttansndttingasignal to the agents separate ftom the notification of changes, the 

signal indicating ttat flie agents are pennitted to install the changes " Also, new dann 28 

includes similar features. 

Support for the amendments to the independent claims is provided al page 1 Mmes^O^ 

21 and page 19, lines 16-20. No new matter is added. 

Inviewoftheforegoing,indcpeudentclaimsl.l9,24,and28andthedependentclai^ 

shculdnowheaUowable. Withdrawal of the rejections under 35 U.S.C § 103 isrespectfimy 

requested- 

Claim 27 is added to more fully cover the invention. Claim 27 recites, " waiting until a 
predeten^ed number or pe«:entageofthe agents determine that their re^ective web servers^ 

able to receive the updated content before transmitting the changes to the agents." Support for 
claim 27 is provided at page 18. lines 16-21. The combination of Christie and Tamer neither 
disclose or suggest this feature. Christie transmits any change where the sender has a more 
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- ^1.-.+ r^QT»ective web servers are able to receive u^c u^^ 
detenmne that their respecuvc wcw i ^VirMiM he 

s^^tely patentable over the oombtation of Christie and Tamer. 

New Clata28 requires trar^niarngtheohangeaandflteaepaxatesi^d to the ag«>,s^ 
,.«en^ed«^orperee.ageofd»webserversareahi.toreeeivemeupdated^ten.. 

Ldabo,,ing^e«ns«^sior,of.beohan8estofteagca.siffewermantb.pred««m^ 
rlLor perce,^ge«fthe.ebse,v=rsare^>..reoeive«..»pda.ed=o«e.. ^^^^ 
web serv^u-aUr^i^msynewitheacho^er. with aaearhetveratonofad^™.^" 

than seUetively ^dating some of «.e servers wi^out mai»tai^ cohererroy. The c^«o„ 
ofCh,isdeandTam«n«therdiaelosesnorsuggesUfhisfeate..S^.portforcla.n28,s 

provided at page 18. lines 10-21. and page 19. lines 16-21. 

New olaim 29 requires - .. . abordng tastalMon otthe changes if an insufficier.. nutnber 
of ageat. are available to serve new content" The combinaticn of ChrisHe «>d Tamer netd^er 
diadosesnorsuggests^is f^. Christieupda.es eachhost*= include fl>e latest change,, and 
does no. provide for sorting tansnOssion or insumation to rr.ain.ain coherence at an earher 

version. Support for claim 29 is provided a. page 18 lines 26-29. No new matter is added. 

to view of the foregoing amendm«rts and remarks. Applicant submits tha. this 
apphoation is in condition for aUowance. Early notification to that effect 1. respeCfUly 

requested. 
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. . ^ P,w. is hereby authorized to charge any additional 
The Assistant Commissioner for Patents IS hereby auta ^ ^^^todeoosit 

w,.nt that maybe associated mth this commi^mcation to deposit 
fees or credit any excess payment that may oe ^ 

account 04-1679. 



Dated: 



Respectfully snbioitted, 



Koffs. Reg. No.: 37,163 



Steven E.Koffs, Reg. 
Attorney For Applicants 



DUANE MORRIS LLP 

One liberty Place ,qio-? 7396 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103-/Jyo 
(215) 979-1250 (Telephone) 
(215) 979-1020 (Fax) 
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